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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Drawings 

2. Figures 1 -5 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). A proposed drawing correction 
or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention." "The disclosu're 
describes," etc. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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5. Claims 1 -20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2. second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the front surface" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the back side" in 4. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the right eye" in line 8. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the left eye" in line 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the illuminating light" in line 14. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the front sides" in line 18. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the image information" in line 24. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "said first and second polarizing filters" in line 26. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the user" in line 28. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 2 recites the limitation "said first and second polarizing filters" in lines 1-2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the facing linear polarizing filter lines" in lines 3-4. 
There Is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "said first and second polarizing filters" in lines 1-2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "said second polarizing filter" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 14 recites the limitation " said first polarizing filter" in Iin4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the driving states" in line 7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the reflected light" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the user's head" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "the direction" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "said first and second polarizing filters" in lines 1-2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "said second polarizing filter in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Application/Control Number: 10/009,112 p 
Art Unit: 2871 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "said first polarizing filter" in line 4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 13 recites the limitation "the driving states" in line 7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "said dichromic molecules" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

It appears that claim 16 should have been dependent on claim 15. 

Claim 19 recites the limitation "the light incident" in lines 2-3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

'l^l^P^^^"l.'^^yj°^^lo^^^'^ed though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

nL °^ K?'f,l!"^' differences between the subject matter sought trbTpaXnted and 
S^IK 'w'^V^^^ ^""^^^ '"^"^^ ^« ^ ""^o'e have been obvious at^e time the 

^^'h"^,"*^ ^^^'"9 ^"^i" to which said subject mattrpertalns 

Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e). (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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8. Claims 10, 11 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ma et al., (Ma), USPAT 6,344,887. 

9. Ma discloses and shows in Fig. 6A, a liquid crystal display device comprising: 

- a cholesteric polarizer (260) (applicant's first image separating means) for 
separating the light illuminated from a light source (630) depending on a direction of 
polarization; 

- light modulating means (210) having liquid crystals sealed within a pair of 
transparent electrode plates, the light modulation means modulating the intensity of light 
transmitted through the first image separating means; 

- another cholesteric polarizer (250) (applicant's second image separating 
means) for separating the light transmitted through the light modulating means 
depending on the direction of polarization; 

As to clamping one of the image separating means and the modulating means by 
a pair of substrates is common and known in the art and thus would have been obvious 
to avail a proven technique. 

Accordingly, claims 10 and 1 1 would have been obvious. 

As to claim 20, using the liquid crystal display in a stereoscopic display is 
considered as intended use and thus would have been obvious. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
1 0. Claims 1-9 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 
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11. Claims 1 2-1 9 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



1 2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tarifur R Chowdhury whose telephone number is (703) 
308-41 15. The examiner can nomially be reached on M-Th (6:30-5:00) Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William L Sikes can be reached on (703) 305-4842. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
746-7005 for regular communications and (703) 308-7724 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
1782. /^t- X 
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